The END of Pieman... 


(Debunking his Doc on Vexx) 





Pieman is a well known and (for some reason, beats me), very well respected YouTuber in the 
commentary community. 


Pieman’s been on my radar for a long time, and his document regarding the Vexx Allegations is 
what pushed me to finally talk about this and call this out. I’d typically make this in video form, 
however, more people voted for a document, so here | am. 


This document will just be responding to his document defending Vexx, as | believe that’s all you 
guys care about, I'll probably make a video on a later date about some of Pieman’s other 
scummy actions. 


Debunking the Document 


Pieman’s document is extremely poor made, low researched, biased, manipulative, and just 
wrong. He heavily relies on small technicalities and manipulates the sources he uses, as well as 
just flat out contradicts himself. 


Pieman’s first points here I’m mostly going to ignore, as in my opinion, they're just simply 


technicalities and don’t hold much ground. Pieman himself says in the document Pedophile is a 
medical term, NOT a legal term. 


Pedophilia 


The second of these terms is much easier to define. Being that it is a medical term I'll use the 
medical definition of the term pedophilia. 


Even if what she did is TECHNICALLY legal, it’s still pedophilia, and grooming, as that isn't a 
legal term, it’s a medical one. 


In Egypt the age of consent is 18 with a Romeo and Juliet law for 17 year olds. However this is not a 
crime for Vexx as that is not illegal for her and it is EATREMELY unlikely for Egypt to request her 


extradited to the country to be sentenced to death which ts the penalty for sexual relations with an 
under-1/ year old in Egypt. 


Therefore Vexx sexual roleplaying with Maybeee is completely legal. 


Okay, so this point is just so bad. “Therefore Vexx sexually role playing with Maybee is 
completely legal”.. You literally just said Vexx broke Egyption Law? He’s essentially saying Vexx 
did nothing wrong and didn't break a law, just because she won't be punished for it? That's great 
logic there! Just because Egypt won't respond or do anything, doesn't miraculously make it legal 
and okay? 


Also, before we continue to the next segment of the document, | want to address the CP issue. First 
of all, Vexx never requested a suggestive photo (as Kore put it) from Kore, she just said she 
“wouldn't mind” if she received them, presumably as a response to an offer. That is a neutral 
statement, not solicitation. 


This point from Pieman makes absolutely no sense and | don’t understand what he’s trying to 
say. Saying you wouldn't mind if you receive nudes, is HEAVILY implying you want to receive 


them, without verbatim saying it. Normal people would in fact mind receiving nudes from an 
underaged person. Saying you would not mind, in that context, is essentially saying “I'm fine if 
you send child porn”. Sounds bad, doesn't it? Because it is! Normal people would just say “No”, 
not “I don’t mind”? 


if you're comfy with 
it, show me a picture 


when you're done, | 
wanna see how much 


7/11/21, 10:19 PM 





Vexx did ask MrBadOptics (who again, is less than 2 years younger than Vexx and legally can 
consent to her) for a nude, however this is insignificant. 

Even though it is technically illegal to send/keep nude photographs of people under the age of 18 in 
Canada, police very rarely follow up on any cases which are consensual and between people who 
could legally be in a sexual relationship. An estimated 20° of minors are estimated to have sent 
nude photos of themselves to people they could legally be in a relationship with, it is treated like 
internet piracy, rarely enforced. There is no difference between Vexx asking MrBadOptics for a 
nude if he’s “comfy with it”, and two teens in a relationship sending each other a nude, which ts 
EXTREMELY common and seldom enforced. 


This point is trash, and similar to one above. He’s essentially using the same excuse as before, 
that it’s okay and not against the law because it’s unlikely anything will happen? What is this 
man’s logic? By his logic, if | go out and murder someone, and the police don't find out, it’s okay, 
despite being against the law, because they won't do anything about it? 


For this next bit, he uses a lot of definitions. This is where things get muddy, as definitions do 
vary, on what dictionary, and where you read it and find it from. However, seeing as how he 
used a different source for the definition of a pedophile and the definition of a groomer, | do 
believe he is manipulating it to look the best for his case. (He uses a Google definition for 
grooming, but a definition from some medical website for pedophile, interesting... definitely 
appears to me he’s using whatever makes his case look best. | looked on several dictionary 
websites, and most don't even have an official definition for Grooming, so the definition really 


varies, however | believe most people would agree the common definition of grooming is to 
build an emotional connection and trust with a child, to have sexual behavior with. 


The dictionary definition for the word grooming” under this connotation Is 


4) grooming 
/ groomiNG/ 


Maun 
]. the practice of brushing and cleaning the coat of a horse, dog, or other animal. 
regular grooming is essential to the well-being of your dog” 


wate action by a pedophile of preparing a child for a meeting, especially via an internet chat room, 
ith the intention of committing a sexual offense. 
onliné grooming has become a growing cause for concern’ 






There are 3 premises to the argument that this is grooming. 


1. VexxSaysStuff is a pedophile interacting with this individual sexually 
2. The person in question was a child 
3. This interaction was done with the intent of meeting up 


| contest the first and third of these premises. 


The first one will be addressed later in the document but | am confident in saying VexxSaysStuff Is 
not a pedophile, though this is a semantic distinction that isn't really relevant to the rest of the 
argument. 


The third premise can be contested quite simply in the fact that we don't know that VexxSaysStuff 
had ANY intention of meeting any of these individuals. Quite simply, no evidence is ever shown of 
her making plans to meet up with these individuals, not a screenshot or anything of that nature to 


Pieman HEAVILY relies on meeting up as the definition, citing Google as a sole source, when 
this is not even the most widely believed definition of the term. Do we know if Vexx was going to 
meet up with Kore? No, we don't, for sure, however since as you showed yourself Pieman, she 
“doesn't mind” if Kore sent nudes, that still counts as grooming. You can look at countless 
websites, and most of the websites that do have a definition or discuss grooming, mention 
nothing about meeting up in real life, simply building up a relationship with that individual for 
sexual abuse, which Vexx 100% did due to her own admission. 


Most definitions are similar to these lines. Pieman simply scrolled through every definition of the 
term he could, took the one that made his case look the best, and ran with it. This is extremely 
slimy and manipulative, and proves more so about my point that his document was biased. I'll 
go more into soon on possible motives for him to do this, don’t worry. 


Child grooming < 


Child grooming is befriending and establishing an 
emotional connection with a child, and sometimes the 
family, to lower the child's inhibitions with the 
objective of sexual abuse. @ wikipedia 


Pedophilia 


The second of these terms is much easier to define. Being that it is a medical term I'll use the 
medical definition of the term pedophilia. 


| will define it using multiple different sources, though they all agree on the important parts of the 
definition for this situation. 


The definition for pedophilia ts: 


“Pedophilic disorder is characterized by recurrent, intense sexually arousing fantasies, urges, or 
behaviors involving prepubescent or young adolescents (usually < 13 years): it is diagnosed only 
when people are > 16 years and > 5 years older than the child who ts the target of the fantasies or 
behaviors.” 


$o the important pre-requisites for pedophilia in this situation are as follows: 
1. Person of interest must be pre-pubescent 


2. Primary and 6 months of interest or desires 
3.9 year or more age gap between both individuals 


Isn't it funny how Pieman is fine to use Google for a definition of grooming, but goes to random 
medical websites for definition of pedophile? Oh yeah, because Google agrees, that Vexx is a 
pedophile, and makes his case look worse. Isn't it also funny, how Pieman is okay to combine 
and use a few sources for the definition of pedophile, but uses only one that suits his point 
perfectly for grooming? 


4) pe-do:phile 


/ pede Til/ 
noun 


a person who is sexually attracted to children. 


Google, as well as every popular dictionary | checked (Marrian Webster, Dictionary.com, Oxford, 
vocabulary.com, etc.) has something along these lines as the definition. To me, this is blatant he 
proof he manipulated it, as he’s fine to use Google to define grooming, but can’t when it makes 
his case look worse. This is the definition of pedophile, how is this not what Vexx? Vexx sexually 
interacted with a 14 year old and 15 year old, while she is 18. 18 is considered as an adult 
pretty much everywhere, 14 and 15 are considered as minors everywhere the same way. 
Pieman maliciously and intentionally manipulated the definitions to make Vexx look better. 


Pe Pe 


The facts are that Vexx is veta groomer, nota pedophile and did wef break the law in any way. 


The clown says after he explains how Vexx broke Canadian and Egyptian law in the same 
document. 


That's most of the points of his document disproved, he contradicts himself constantly, 
manipulates the definitions and sources to suit what he’s saying best, etc. Now, on to the 
possible motives. 


Motivation: 


Why did Pieman do this you ask? Good question, and while | don't have a 100% definitive 
answer, | do have a few theories. These are simply theories, none are 100% true, but are 
possible and likely. 1: Pieman is self admittedly best friends with LtCythix, someone who is 
known to dislike Kore and I. Pieman has also clowned on me in the past on his Twitter, spread 
Cythix’s bs allegations about me, and possibly done the same to Kore. We were the main 2 
people to spread and cover the allegations. It’s also strange how on the tweets he showed of 
everyone talking about Vexx being a pedophile or groomer at the start, mine, despite being one 
of the most popular, is not shown. | feel like this was done on purpose. I’m not saying Cythix told 


him or put him up to do this by any means, but I’m saying it’s possible he did it to make Kore 
and | look worse and less credible than we already are in the community, to help out his best 
friend, Cythix. 2: Pieman had something somewhat similar happen to him with the John Swan 
situation, which needs no introduction. He was 15 at the time, saying how he wanted to date 
and fuck a 12 year old. This is a similar age gap to Vexx’s with the victims involved, however the 
only difference being she is actually an adult, therefore it makes her an actual pedophile and 
groomer, unlike Pieman. 3: Finally, we Know Vexx and Pieman were friends, or at the very least 
chill with each other, and on good terms. It’s highly likely that they still are, and Pieman just 
made this to cover her. It’s probably a combination of the 3 theories, however it all does make 
sense, as this seemingly came out of nowhere. You can also add Clout as a reason too of 
course, as it was a controversial take, so it would do well, for negative or positive reasons. 


Conclusion 


In conclusion, Pieman misled his audience in his document about Vexx, purposely used sources 
that only made his case look better, manipulated the definitions and evidence, etc. He was 
100% biased in this document, and his motives are likely for selfish gain or to protect his friends. 
Pieman’s done a lot of other scummy things to me personally and others, as well as has some 
of the worst takes on the internet, but that'll be saved for the meantime. Him defending a 
pedophile and by doing so, manipulating his audience, is by far the scummiest thing he’s ever 
done. 


This pretty much sums it up. 





Thanks for reading, have a good day, and remember, don't groom kids, and don't defend those 
who do! 


